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Abstract: The paper adopts quantitative and qualitative instrument using Partial Least Square 
(PLS) to establish the statistical relationship between two anti-poverty programs and poverty 
reduction. The findings underscore that National Fadama Development Project III is significantly 
related to poverty alleviation and prime beneficial to the target beneficiaries. However, the 
relationship between Niger State Commercial Agriculture and Credit Scheme (NSCACS) and 
poverty alleviation was insignificant as a result of systemic failure especially corruption, manifest 
disrespect of institutional law, apparent impunity vis-a-vis perpetual evasion of justice among the 
stakeholders. Since the programs focused on a common objective of poverty alleviation and also 
generate its funds from the same sources, this paper calls for the harmonization of the duo 
programs to curtail waste of scarce resource and accord the phenomenon a more desirable 
attention. Hence, the study proposed a model to serves as a coping strategy and road map to 
addressing the challenge of fiscal policies and ensure prudency. The study further recommends for 
structural transformation of judicial institution to combat corruption and lead a crusade for the 
restoration of the good virtues that is rooted in public service to enhance a hitch free application 
of rule of law as a stepping stone to facilitate economic development and poverty alleviation.  
 




The war against poverty in Nigeria has 
proved obstinate as dominant population in 
the rural areas  live below the poverty line of 
$1.25, despite its endowed  resources and 
recurrent socio-economic transformations 
(Okoli, 2009; Yusuf, Ashagidigbi, & Bwala, 
2015). Rural areas are the engine room for 
economic growth of any nation, yet, they are 
materially deprived, socially alienated and 
politically frustrated despite their roles on 
the economic growth in food production, raw 
materials and labor supply (Gabriel, 2014; 
Leigh & Blakely, 2013; Nwachukwu, 2007; 
Ogwumike, 2002). The menace of poverty on 
the rural populace was a driven force for the 
United Nations proclamations to combat the 
scourge across the globe, thus, the Federal 
Government of Nigeria among comity of 
nations was enthused to channeled 
significant resources into various institutions 
particularly Agricultural Intervention 
Programs (AIPs) to reconcile the gap between 
economic growth and prosperity of the 
citizens. Prominent among them are the 
National Agricultural and Cooperative Bank 
(NACB), Operation Feed the Nation (OFN), 
Agricultural Development Project (ADP), 
Directorate of Food, Road and Rural 
Infrastructure(DFRRI), National Directorate of 
Employment (NDE), Better Life Program 
(BLP),  Micro Finance Bank, Bank of 
Agriculture, National Poverty Eradication 
Program (NAPEP) among others (Dugguh, 
2014; Ogwumike, 2002). The effectiveness of 
the schemes in combating poverty remains a 
recurring questions (Ighodalo, 2012).The 
contradictions of the action plans and the 
performance of the intervention programs 
indicates empirical manifestation of poor 
implementations of the schemes (Umar, 2011; 
Anger, 2010; Aminu & Onimisi, 2014). 
Intervention programs play substantial 
roles in alleviating poverty and supporting 
socio economic development (Bank, 1997). 
Nonetheless, the programs were criticized 
for their replicative functions which engulf 
huge fractions of government expenditure at 
the detriment of the target beneficiaries. For 
instance, in reviewing  poverty alleviation 
programs in Latin America and the 
Caribbean, high administrative expenses 
have  discouraged the leadership of the 
countries to sustain the programs and 
consequently led to their abandonment 
(Caldés, Coady, & Maluccio, 2006). Related 
study uphold that investment on poverty 
programs moves in opposite direction with 
poverty reduction (Kalu & James, 2012; 
Mehmood & Sadiq, 2010). The values of 
poverty intervention programs have 
continually trim down as a result of  
duplicative functions by numerous anti-
poverty agenda (Arogundade, Adebisi, & 
Ogunro, 2011; Caldés et al., 2006). This 
inspires the present study to examine 
National Fadama Development Project III 
(NFDP III) and Niger State Commercial 
Agricultural Credit Scheme (NSCACS) with a 
view to determine their achievements and 
the prime beneficial to the rural poor and 
consequently propose holistic framework for 




This study espouses quantitative and 
qualitative instrument to collect a cross 
sectional data from 18 rural communities in 
9 local government areas of Niger state to 
examine National Fadama Development 
Project III (NFDP III) and Niger State 
Commercial Agricultural Credit Scheme 
(NSCACS) on poverty alleviation. 440 
structured questionnaires were 
administered on the respondents and 347 
were valid for analysis. An in-depth face to 
face interview and Focus Group Discussion 
was carried out on 19 informants 
(Stakeholders and target beneficiaries) to 
corroborate the quantitative results. The 
study  adopts probability sampling  
technique  which allow each item of the 
population  the equivalent chance of being 
nominated as a sample to curb high rate of 
bias (Sekaran & Bougie, 2014).  The study 
used multi-stage sampling method, where 
Niger state as a study area was clustered into 
three senatorial districts. Partial Least 
Square (PLS) was used to establish the 
statistical affiliation between the two 
programs and poverty reduction. Also, 
measurement of this study was adapted from 
the studies of   (Ilemona, Akoji, & Matthew, 
2014; Orji, 2005) with trivial contextual 
adjustment that suit the study area  vis-a-vis 
to measure the independent and dependent 
variables  using 5  likert scale. 
 
3. Literature review 
3.1 Intervention programs 
Intervention program is 
conceptualized as a purposeful approach 
designed to transform peoples' thoughts, 
feelings and behaviors.  Intervention 
programs are locally and internationally 
based (Sambo, 2005) such as health 
promotion, educational programs, 
agricultural funding among others 
(Arogundade et al., 2011; Cline-Cole & 
Maconachie, 2016). Irrespective of what 
structure the intervention agenda takes, it 
targets to better the society, and specifically 
influencing individuals’ knowledge, attitudes, 
values and skills; increasing social support; 
as well as creating supportive environments. 
(Cline-Cole & Maconachie, 2016).  
 In order to provide succor to the citizens, 
Nigeria government initiated numerous 
agricultural intervention programs to address 
socio-economic challenges among several 
objectives (Agber, Iortima, & Imbur, 2013). 
Nigerian agricultural intervention programs 
shares common objectives and vary only in 
taxonomy and organizational setting 
(Iwuchukwu & Igbokwe, 2012). For instance, 
National Accelerated Food Production Project 
(NAFPP), Agricultural Development Project 
(ADP), River Basin Development Authority 
(RBDA), Operation Feed the Nation (OFN) and 
the Green Revolution Program (GRP). Others 
are: Nigerian Agricultural Insurance Scheme 
(NAIS), Accelerated Development Area Project 
(ADAP), Multi-state Agricultural Development 
Project (MSAP); National Fadama Development 
Project (NFDP) National Special Program for 
Food Security (NSPFS) among several others 
focused on socio-economic development of the 
rural poor which is centered on poverty reduction 
(Cervantes-Godoy & Dewbre, 2010). In order to 
appreciate the realities of AIPs, this study 
examined two intervention programs as follows. 
  
3.1.1 National Fadama Development project III  
 
National Fadama Development Project III is an 
intervention program adapted by the Federal 
Government of Nigeria and the 36 states in 
Nigeria to increasing the income of poor 
farmers and alleviating poverty.  National 
Fadama Project is mainly a World Bank 
program with the Federal, State and Local 
Governments as its main collaborators. The 
project offers demand-driven extension 
services, developed rural infrastructure 
particularly rural roads and capacity building 
where beneficiaries are permitted to manage 
their preferred economic businesses in the rural 
areas   The program experienced 
transformations from  phases I, II and III and 
in recent times,  Fadama III with additional 
financing  (NFDP, 2015). According to 
Simonyan, Olukosi, Omolehin, and Atala 
(2012), the first phase of the program achieved 
huge success as mainstream of the farmers in 
participating states like Niger, Enugu, Kogi, 
Oyo among others increases their production 
capacity, job opportunities, annual income and 
consequently improved standard of living. The 
Fadama projects were owned and managed by 
the participating cooperative societies to 
ensure sustainability of lives and property 
(Ezeokeke, Anyanwu, & Okoro, 2012).  
Results of a study revealed a significant net 
farm income among beneficiaries of Fadama in 
Akwa Ibom state (Kainga, Nnadi, Morgan, & 
Akpas, 2016). A similar result on the 
intervention program positioned  beneficiaries 
of Fadama III program higher against the non-
beneficiaries  with poverty gap indices of  0.36 
and 0.45 representing 9% (Adenuga, 
Omotesho, Babatunde, Popoola, & Opeyemi, 
2015).  Consequently, this study hypothesized 
that Fadama III program is positively related to 
poverty alleviation in the rural areas of Niger 
state. 
 
3.1.2 Niger state Commercial     Agricultural 
Credit Scheme 
 
Niger state Commercial Agriculture Credit 
Scheme (NSCACS) is also a recent adopted 
intervention program introduced by the 
Central  Bank of Nigeria (CBN) that seeks to 
promote commercial agricultural programs, 
support farmers to take advantage of the 
available potentials of agricultural sector, 
subsidize cost of agricultural production to 
generate surplus for export and ultimately 
improving Nigeria's foreign earnings and 
above all diversify revenue base of farmers 
(CBN, 2014; Odufote, 2012). As the name 
suggests, CACS was launched as a paradigm 
shift from the challenges of previous 
intervention programs through the provision 
of loan facility to the farmers in Nigeria. The 
policy thrust concurred with common 
ideology particularly in developing countries 
where credit facility is perceived as a crux on 
development of agriculture. Accordingly, 
credit to farmers is an economical avenue for 
increasing their investment capacity and  
tackling the vicious cycle of poverty in which 
peasant farmers are subjected (Okorie & 
Iheanacho, 1992). 
Available statistics indicate that bank 
loan to agriculture sector through CACS 
shoot-up from 1.7% to 2.1% from 2009 to 
2011. On the contrary, bank credit to 
agriculture stagnated at 1.4% from 2008 to 
2011, (Obaidullah, 2008; Odufote, 2012) as 
accessing fund improves from N43.332 
billion to N96.811 billion in 2010 and 
afterward  to N151.016 billion in 2011 
respectively. A different study conducted on 
agriculture credit reveals that agricultural 
credit program by purpose has led to a 
significant positive growth in agricultural 
productivity in Nigeria (Agbo 2013; 
Agunuwa, Inaya, & Proso, 2015; Polycarp & 
Odufote, 2012). Yet, Obasi (2015b), 
maintained that the loan granted to 
borrowers enhanced national output by 
20.33%, and also impacted significantly on 
the income of borrowers. In the light of the 
foregoing, it could be figure out that CACS 
was architect to increase recorded in bank 
credit to the agricultural sector. This was 
further confirmed by a strong positive 
correlation of 0.89 (Polycarp & Odufote, 
2012). 
It was however deduced from  a study 
that the amount of loan granted to farmers 
was provocatively lower than what they 
applied as a result of embezzlement and 
diversion of fund to non-farming activities 
(Obaidullah, 2008), hence, the credit facility 
for the farmers for four decades (1984 to 
2007) was insignificant to agricultural 
productivity and poverty reduction in Nigeria 
(Obilor, 2013). It was further argued that the 
configuration of allocation of loan reveals that 
bourgeoisie and political warriors and 
lobbyists took the advantage of their status 
to allocate higher amount to themselves, 
friends and relative at the detriment of target 
beneficiaries. Considering the position of 
dominance studies, we advanced the 
hypothesis thus: Commercial Agriculture 
Credit Scheme is positively related to 
poverty alleviation. 
 




  The assessment of measurement model in 
PLS is a prime factor to the establishment of 
validity and reliability of the data. The tenet 
of composite reliability suggests that 
indicators have unique loadings and can be 
taken to mean in the same way as Cronbach’s 
alpha. To create the reliability and validity of 
measures, individual item reliability, internal 
consistency reliability, convergent validity 
and discriminant validity were clearly 
measured (Hair Jr, Hult, Ringle, & Sarstedt, 
2013). The table below shows the composite 
reliability coefficients of the variables. The 
composite reliability coefficient for NSCACS 
(CACS) is 0.957, while Fadama III program 
(FDM) stand at 0.929 and poverty alleviation 
is 0.953. This entails that  the coefficient for 
each variable exceed the acceptable 
threshold of .70 signifying acceptable 
internal consistency reliability of the 
measures used in the present study (Hair, 
Ringle, & Sarstedt, 2011). Nevertheless, it is 
important to note that the analysis of the 
outer model led to the deletion of 11 
indicators out 45 indicators. In order to 
determine the convergent validity, the 
Average Variance Extracted (AVE) for each of 
the variables were analyzed and found to be 
above  0.50 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988; Hair Jr et al., 
2013) as shown in Table 1 below hence, 
signifying satisfactory convergent validity. 
 
Table 1 
Result of Measurement model 
Code Loadings  AVE 
Composite 
Reliability Cronbachs Alpha 
CACS02 .874 .761 .957 .947 
CACS03 .828 
   
CACS04 .921 
   
CACS05 .943 
   
CACS06 .908 
   
CACS07 .867 
   
CACS08 .753 
   
FDM01 .786 .506 .929 .922 
FDM02 .775 
   
FDM03 .758 
   
FDM04 .800 
   
FDM05 .719 
   
FDM06 .741 
   
FDM07 .809 
   
FDM08 .620 
   
FDM09 .613 
   
FDM13 .746 
   
FDM14 .635 
   
FDM15 .563 
   
FDM17 .619 
   
PAL01 .784 .577 .953 .947 
PAL02 .706 
   
PAL03 .764 
   
PAL04 .788 
   
PAL05 .787 
   
PAL06 .746 
   
PAL07 .721 
   
PAL09 .663 
   
PAL10 .717 
   
PAL11 .848 
   
PAL12 .861 
   
PAL14 .769 
   
PAL15 .750 
   
PAL16 .794 
   
PAL17 .672 
   
Source:Researcher 
 Note NSCAS= Niger state Commercial Agricultural Credit 
Scheme, FDM= National Fadama Development Project 
 
 
In order to determine discriminant validity, 
the study compares the correlations among 
the variables with square roots of AVE as the 
yardstick for measurement. Although, as a 
rule of thumb, the square root of Average 
Variance Extract (AVE) for variable is 
projected to be  above the correlation of the 
specific variable with any other variables 





 The structural model evaluation is this study 
helps to determine predictive ability of the 
independent and the dependent variables. 
The study compares the two poverty 
intervention programs (Fadama III and 
CACS) and their effects on poverty alleviation 
in Niger state rural areas. The analysis and 
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Based on the developed hypothesis, 
hypothesis 1 predicted that National Fadama 
Development Project III is positively related 
to poverty alleviation in Niger State rural 
areas. Thus, the result in Table 3 illustrate a 
significant positive relationship between 
Fadama III program  and poverty reduction 
where: β = .039, t = 1.614, p = 0.05 thereby 
supporting Hypothesis 1 and congruent to 
the previous predictions (Agbarevo & Age, 
2013; Eze, 2014; Ike, 2012; Ugwumba & 
Okechukwu, 2014). Other  studies also 
acknowledged  remarkable improvement 
between the income levels of rural farmers after 
joining the Fadama III program (Bature, Sanni, 
& Adebayo, 2013; Ike, 2012; Okechukwu & 
Sand, 2015; Onimus, Abric, Sonou, & Augeard, 
2010; Ugwumba & Okechukwu, 2014). A more 
recent study affirm and validate that Fadama III 
has positive impact on poverty reduction 
(Kainga et al., 2016). 
In the same vein, hypothesis 2 
predicted that Niger State Commercial 
Agricultural Credit Scheme is positively 
related to poverty alleviation in the rural 
areas of Niger State. Result in Table 3 did not 
support the prediction, because the t-value is 
below the endorsed threshold (1.282) and 
the probability or p- value stand at (0.34) 
above the cut-off point (Fisher & Yates, 
1974) thereby opposing the assumption of 
hypothesis 2. The result of the current study 
contradicts our prediction as generated from 
the study of Akinola (2013), which states 
that CACS is positively significant to 
economic status of Nigerian rural farmers. 
Nevertheless, the result is in line with the 
stream of previous studies that found 
Commercial Agriculture Credit Scheme 
insignificant on poverty reduction (Adetiloye, 
2012; Ayegba & Ikani, 2013; Honohan, 2010; 
Obasi, 2015a). Buttressing this argument, 
Obaidullah (2008) contends that the amount 
of loan granted to farmers was nastily 
insignificant as a result of embezzlement and 
diversion of fund to non-farming activities and 
non-target beneficiaries. Statistics indicates 
that bourgeoisie and political gladiators 
benefit higher amount than target farmers 
(Obaidullah, 2008) that the scheme originally 
intend to benefit.  The poor performance of 
the program compelled the government to 
review its tenure to seven years as a 
benchmark  to achieve its objectives (Odufote, 
2012). 
Table 3 takes into account the 
demographic data of the respondents. In the 
Table, gender is incongruent, because male 
population is dominating with 261 
representing 75.2 percent, and 86 female 
equivalents to 24.8 percent of the total 
respondents. Ages were measured in years 
using range and the result shows that 54 
(15.6 percent) respondents were within the 
age of 15 – 25 years, while 74 (21.3 percent) 
fall between the age range of 26 – 35 years. 
This was followed by 36 – 45 years 
representing 78 (22.5 percent) participants. 
While the highest category of the 
respondents is 84 representing 24.2 percent 
the least age range (56 and above) has 57 
participants corresponding to 16.4 percent 
respectively. The demographic details show 
that 12 (3.5 percent) respondents were civil 
servants, 318 (91.6 percent) were 
predominantly farmers which signify that 
majority of the respondents in this study 
were rural farmers. In the same vein, 14 (4 
percent) were businessmen and women 
other respondents 3 (0.9 percent) were 
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Table 4 is categorized into two divisions, and 
it shows the respondents’ earnings before 
the introduction of intervention programs 
and the other section presenting the annual 
earnings after the introduction of the 
intervention programs.  For example, prior to 
the introduction of Fadama III programs, the 
distribution of the table shows that the 
annual income of 107 respondents 
representing 30.8 percent was below N20, 
000:00 (USD101). An indication of extreme 
low income before Fadama III program was 
initiated. The distribution further shows that 
the revenue of 107 respondents (30.8 
percent) of the respondents rises from the 
first category (i.e. less than N20, 000:00 or 
USD101 to groups three and four where 
majority of the respondents earn higher 
between N51, 000:00 (USD256) to N100, 
000:00 (USD503) and N101, 
000:00(USD508) to N150, 000:00 (USD754) 
respectively. 
In the same vein, the table shows 
significant rise by 3.7 percent in group three, 
26.5 percent in group four and 7.8 percent in 
group five. Though, the respondent’s 
earnings after the introduction of NSCACS 
were marginal. For instance, before the 
program came to fore, the percentage of 
respondents’ earnings in category ‘A’ group 
one remains the same 98(28.2 percent) with 
category ‘B’. In group two, the income of the 
respondents was worse, only groups three, 
four and five that the income improved 
marginally with 0.3 percent, 2.6 percent and 
0.3 percent respectively. 
The current finding is in harmony with 
the socio-economic statistics of the 
respondents which shows that, respondents’ 
earnings after the introduction of NSCACS was 
stagnant. For instance, before the program 
came to fore, the percentage of respondents’ 
earnings in category below N20, 000 and 
between N21, 000 to N50, 000; remain the 
same, i.e. 98 respondents representing 28.2 
percent. The income scenario of the 
respondents was worse in subsequent 
categories. Nonetheless, their annual earnings 
in categories three, four and five marginally 
improves by 0.3 percent and 2.6 percent 
hence, very discouraging compared to the 
result of Fadama III program. Study contends 
that majority of beneficiaries of government 
policies and programs are mainly political 
party faithful and loyalists as well as relations 
of stakeholders or top government officials 
(M. Mustapha, 2011). This  is congruent to the 
findings of  (Iloabanafor, 2005) and elite 
theory which state that elite always oppose to 
those with no authority and only protect their 
own trajectory or interest irrespective of their 
hardship.  By implication, the poorest strata of 
the society are often the most difficult and 
expensive to reach, consequently, intervention 
efforts tend to focus on the most vocal and 
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Categories Frequency Percentage 
Gender   
Male 261 75.2 
Female 86 24.8 
Age   
15 – 25 years 54 15.6 
26 – 35 years 74 21.3 
36 – 45 years 78 22.5 
46 – 55 years 84 24.2 
56 and above years 57 16.4 
Occupation   
Civil Service 12 3.5 
Farming 318 91.6 
Business 14 4.0 
Others (Specify) 3 0.9 
The qualitative findings attributed 
significance relationship between Fadama III 
program and poverty alleviation to the 
unique setting of the institution that 
established it (World Bank) and 
characterized by a rare difficulty like other 
projects introduced by individual nations. 
World bank has  stern guiding policies that 
makes it cumbrous for unauthorized 
members to interfere with its objectives; 
large size of varied stakeholders with 
different perceptions, cum the desire to 
uncompromised the established standard, 
alongside with the leadership charisma in 
the presence of politicians and the insightful 
cultural and environmental gap between 
policy formulators  and the target 
beneficiaries, vis-a-vis the prevalence of 
somewhat bureaucratic guidelines, rules and 
procedures among other features (Ika, Diallo, 
& Thuillier, 2012). 
Similarly, the qualitative results 
affirmed that systemic failure especially rises 
of impunity ruins government policies and 
program particularly NSCACS. The manifest 
disrespect of institutional law and unlawful 
liberty or arrogance of power among the 
stakeholders together with perpetual 
evasion of justice has essentially explains the 
insignificant relationship between NSCACS 
and poverty alleviation. The effect of 
impunity led to the rising discrepancies and 
uneven allocation of resources among the 
rich and the poor and worse still, 
perpetuation of poverty in the state which 
further questioned the integrity of leadership 
of the state and the practice of good 
governance among others. NSCACS provide 
palliative measures for a short period as 
government fail to address the root causes of 
poverty especially corruption, horrible 
looting, poor definition of the target 
beneficiaries, challenges of continuity or self-





The paper adopts multiple mode of 
livelihood theory to explain how adjustment 
of rural socio-economic orientation will aid 
them as a palliative measure to survive 
perpetual economic crisis especially poor 
performance of poverty intervention 
programs. 
 
Multiple Modes of Livelihood Approach 
 
Mainstream of developing countries of the 
world experiencing economic crisis as a result 
of policy failure have in recent times adopts 
various measures to restructuring the 
economy under the guide and auspices of the 
international financial institutions like the 
World Bank and International Monetary Fund 
(IMF). The reforms had negative effects on the 
livelihood of many people, as their sources of 
earning have been disrupted (Nunoo, Darfor, 
Koomson, & Arthur, 2016; Owusu, 2001) and 
consequently exposing them to series of 
shocks.  The chains of shocks as a result of 
policy misconducts, political turbulence and 
corruption have plagued the economies of 
most nations and brought them to the verge of 
collapse(Beall, 2016; Lewitt, 2016).  
Just like the economic crisis, (Abdi, 
Dunlop, & Williams, 2009) combating poverty 
is a serious challenge that requires working at 
multiple levels to ensuring that the micro-
level activity impact the development of policy 
and an effective enabling atmosphere to 
empower people to build their strengths 
(Krantz, 2001; Massoud, Issa, El-Fadel, & 
Jamali, 2016). Multiple modes of earning a 
living is a survival strategy that attempts to 
clarify the relationship between macro socio-
economic structures or simply put social 
stress and domestic units (Adetunde, 
Imhonopi, George, & Derby, 2016; Meagher, 
2013; A.-R. Mustapha, 1991). It is a paradigm 
shift from ‘marginality’ to the initiation of 
enthusiasm to transform human strive to 
address immediate needs (A. R. Mustapha & 
Warning, 1991). MML is a practical 
framework that enable a social unit to 
enhance its scarce resources and abilities in 
the aspect of shocks and stresses over time 
(Morse, Acholo, & McNamara, 2009). 
Accordingly, people of diverse backgrounds 
utilizes multiple livelihood strategies as a 
mean for survival and accumulation strategies 
(Hanson, 2003; Kazimbaya-Senkwe, 2004; 
Owusu, 2005). 
Although there are dearth of research 
that adopt MML as a measure to address 
socio-economic crisis, yet, the few ones 
available acknowledged that the approach 
highlights the degree and complexity of 
livelihood strategies, vis-à-vis factors 
influencing participation in such strategies to 
resist the economic conditions (Kazimbaya-
Senkwe, 2004). The study conducted by 
Owusu (2001) indicate a significant 
relationship between salaried workers and 
multiple mode of earning livelihood. The 
strong correlation suggest that people 
involved in the informal activities (such as 
tailoring, transport operators, food, brew 
processing, and fitters, among others) have 
the tendency to survive economic hardship 
as it is experiencing among the public 
workers of Nigeria and any Sub-Saharan 
nations. In the same vein, Livelihood success 
story of workers reveals a significant 
improvement in socio-economic activities of 
dominant households that adopt MML 
approach such as agriculture and trading 
which are considered more lucrative where 
the environment and conditions favor such 
activities (Neely, Sutherland, & Johnson, 
2016; Owusu, 2001).  
In the same vein, Go (1994) observed 
that the external shocks of Philippine in 1970 
as a result of external debt would have been 
reversed if the government relaxed its 
policies by diversification and  investing in 
other sectors of the economy as a 
complementary measures to ease macro 
challenges and short-term dislocations of the 
economy.  According to the popular advocate 
of MML Owusu (2001), affirms that the 
nature of MML undertakings reflects the 
nature of Africa continent and its economy 
where mainstream of the working class is 
poorly paid compared to developed 
countries of Europe and America. Hence, 
adoption of MML approach is perceived as a 
survival option to cushion the hardship of 
the unpaid workers. 
The world is experiencing multiple 
economic, social, cultural and political crises, 
multiple social resistances, and multiple 
cosmopolitanisms (Gills, Goodman, & 
Hosseini, 2016) and has subjugate its 
occupants(Smith, 2016) to economic 
hardship. This requires multiple solutions in 
form of diversification and application of 
multiple options to survive the 
predicaments. For instance, rural farmers in 
many African societies diversify their 
sources of income by resorting to non-arm 
activities that complement farming activities. 
A farmer indicated that in addition to their 
farm work, they sold food to support the 
household. Indeed, the household’s ledger 
kept as part of the research confirmed that it 
would have been impossible to finance the 
household‘s budget without the income from 
non-farming activity (Little, 1992). In other 
words, the economic predicament coupled 
with decline of social services vis-à-vis 
diminishing of stable employment and steady 
payment necessitates the adoption of multiple 
mode of livelihood as a complex strategy for 
re-organization of social network and 
development of new rules for resource 
allocation and sustainable living among the 
workforce (Jespersen, 1992; Whyte, 1991).It 
is presumed that teachers who want to get 
additional income are more prospectively to 
offer private tutorials services for a payment, 
while health workers may perhaps arrange for 
patients to visit their homes or other private 
health facilities for treatment in order to make 
the ends meet. 
Multiple Modes of livelihood (MML) 
would enable handicapped workers to reverse 
micro-economic condition by alleviating 
financial paucity, anxiety and destitution. 
MML are possibilities employed to develop 
supplementary earnings through engagement 
in extra jobs or ventures. For instance, 
consequent upon the decline of subsidies and 
revenues of Nigerian Airports Authority 
(NAA) in 1987, it was compelled into 
commercial agriculture through the 
preparation and leasing of tract lands within 
its parameter fields. In the same vein, the idea 
of consultancy services of Nigeria universities 
in part time programs and establishment of 
holding companies like petrol stations, 
bakeries are good instances of multiple modes 
of livelihood. These services are very rare in 
ministries, departments and agencies, 
therefore the adoption of MML such as 
temporary engagement in industrial jobs and 
farming will assist to resist the wake of 
economic crisis of this nature. 
Considering the persistent increase in 
government statutory responsibilities, 
coupled with geometric progression in 
population, studies reveals that AIPs cannot 
guarantee absolute ticket out of poverty in 
Nigerian rural areas.  The government 
alongside with the rural poor therefore need 
to revive the status quo by adopting the 




























Proposed model to combat poverty in Niger state 
The philosophical assumption of the above 
model illustrate that duplication of policies 
and programs propelled government 
expenditure and shrinks its resources to 
combat poverty. This necessitate the 
harmonization of AIPs to Single poverty 
intervention program to save cost. 
Considering scarce resources, government 
cannot solitarily handle the entire activities 
of the state; hence, there is need for the 
citizen to develop coping strategy to 
counter the wake of economic hardship such 
as acquisition of skills and supplementary 
jobs like mason, artisan, and self-help project 
among others. Common people lack 
authority to enforce the resolutions, this call 
for the institution of advocacy group 
featuring the Non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) in the like of Civil 
Society Organization (CSO) and dominant 
beneficiaries of AIPs and Stakeholders to 
checkmate the assume excessive power of 
the stakeholders and consequently lead to 
poverty alleviation. In the event of failure, 
the actors should reconvene and brainstorm 
to identify and fix the implementation gap 
against the hitherto modification of 
nomenclature of the program or alteration of 




Essentially, the study examines the direct 
effect of National Fadama Development 
Project III and Niger State Commercial 
Agriculture Credit Scheme on poverty 
alleviation. The result established a significant 
relationship between Fadama III program and 
poverty alleviation. This is also supported by 
the socio-economic characteristics of the 
respondents. Our findings also established 
insignificant relationship between NSCACS 
and poverty alleviation. The spontaneous 
formation of numerous policies and programs 
in Nigeria seriously affect their performances 
as most governments are reluctant and watch 
some programs dying prematurely to give 
birth to a new one with different 
nomenclature and orientation. Given the 
challenges noted above, this study 
recommends for the holistic adoption of the 
above model that suggests harmonization of 
the duo programs to curtail the waste of 
scarce resource and accord it a desirable 
attention. The study also calls for structural 
transformation and reinforcement of the 
judicial institutions to combat corruption and 
lead a crusade for the restoration of the good 
virtues rooted in the public service to enhance 
a hitch free application of rule of law as a 
stepping stone to facilitate economic 
development and poverty alleviation in Niger 
state. This study has methodological 
shortcomings as it generates data through 
quantitative and qualitative methods which 
might be insufficient to make generalization. 
Therefore, similar study in the future should 
adopt focus group discussion to validate the 
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